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REMARKS 

Applicants have carefully studied the Office Action. This paper is intended to be 
fully responsive to all points of rejection and objection raised by the Examiner and is 
believed to place the application in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and 
allowance of the application are respectfully requested. 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 1-8 and 10-19 are pending in this application. Claims 1,10 and 15 have 
been amended. 

Voluntary Amendment of Claims 

Applicants have voluntarily amended independent claims 1, 10 and 15 to more 
clearly define what the Applicants regard as the invention. No new matter has been added 
by this Amendment. 

Specifically, each of independent claims 1, 10 and 15 has been amended to recite, 
in paraphrase, a radio frequency module able to receive through an antenna incoming 
wireless communication signals. 

Claim Rejections under 35 USC 102(e) 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 10 and 15 under 35 USC 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Tsern et al., United States Patent Number 6,263,448 ("Tsern"). 

As is well established, in order for a claim to be anticipated by the prior art, each 
and every element and feature of the claim must be included in a single prior art document. 

Amended independent claim I, recites, inter alia, "a radio frequency module 
receives through an antenna incoming wireless communication signals carrying data and 
stores said data". Tsern does not disclose, teach or suggest at least these features of 
amended independent claim 1. 

Each of amended independent claims 10 and 15, recites, inter alia, "a radio 
frequency module adapted to receive through an antenna wireless communication signals". 
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Tsern does not disclose, teach or suggest at least these features of amended independent 
claims 10 and 15. 

Applicants would like to point out that Tsern describes a memory device with 
multiple clock domains, which are sequentially turned on as needed to limit the power 
consumed (Tsern, Abstract). Tsern does not disclose a radio frequency module able to 
receive through an antenna incoming wireless communication signals carrying data and to 
store said data . 

The Examiner contended that "the clock receiver as disclosed in Tsern is 
interpreted to be RF in the context of a frequency useful for radio transmission in the 
practicable limits of 10 KHz and beyond". Applicants respectfully disagree. Applicants 
respectfully submit that the clock receivers described in Tsern are not useful for receiving 
Radio Frequency transmission, or to receive through an antenna wireless communication 
signals carrying data. For example, the clock receiver 84 of Tsern clearly "receives" a 
wired input from a Delay Lock Loop (DLL) 86 (Tsern, FIG. 5). Similarly, the receiver 78 
of Tsern clearly operates based on input from the wired control line 100 (Tsern, column 5, 
line 57) or from the CAS control logic 70 (Tsern, FIG. 5). The receiver 64 of Tsern 
similarly operates to connect between control logic 62 and control bus line 66 (Tsern, FIG. 
5)- 

Accordingly, the "receivers" of Tsern are clearly clock receivers or control logic 
receivers, able at most to receive a wired clock signal or a wired control logic signal. 
Tsern does not fairly disclose that any of its "receivers" is a radio frequency module able 
to receive through an antenna incoming wireless communication signals carrying data, as 
recited in paraphrase in each of amended independent claims 1,10 and 15. 

Applicants further submit that Tsern does not describe, teach or suggest that any of 
its "receivers" is able to store data carried by incoming wireless signals. The "receivers" 
of Tsern clearly operate as gates between control logic components along a pipeline, and 
are not able by themselves to "store" data. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully asserted that Tsern does not anticipate any of 
amended independent claims 1,10 and 15. 
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Applicants further submit that the above-mentioned features of claims 1,10 and 15 
would not have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art. Therefore, although the Examiner has not made such a rejection, 
Applicants respectfully submit that amended independent claims 1, 10 and 15 are 
patentable over Tsern and/or any other prior art references on record, and any 
combinations of those references, including United States Patent Number 6,453,181 to 
Challa et al. ("Challa"), United States Patent Number 6,584,313 to Butler ("Butler"), 
and/or United States Patent Number 6,608,858 to Sih ("Sih"). 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claims 1, 
10 and 15 under 35 USC 102(e) based on Tsern be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 USC 5103(a) 

The Examiner rejected claims 3-8, 11, 13, 16 and 18 under 35 USC § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Tsern in view of Challa. 

Without conceding the appropriateness of the combination, Applicants respectfully 
submit that the combination of Tsern and Challa does not meet the requirements of an 
obviousness rejection, in that the' combination at least fails to teach or suggest all the 
elements of the claimed i nvention. 

Amended independent claim 1, recites, inter alia> "a radio frequency module 
receives through an antenna incoming wireless communication signals carrying data and 
stores said data". Tsern does not disclose, teach or suggest at least these features of 
amended independent claim L Challa does not cure the deficiency of Tsern; accordingly, 
Tsern and/or Challa, alone or in combination, do not disclose, teach or suggest at least 
these features of amended independent claim 1. Therefore, Tsern and/or Challa, alone or 
in combination, do not render amended independent claim 1 obvious. 

Each of amended independent claims 10 and 15, recites, inter alia, "a radio 
frequency module adapted to receive through an antenna wireless communication signals". 
Tsern does not disclose, teach or suggest at least these features of amended independent 
claims 10 and 15. Challa does not cure the deficiency of Tsern; accordingly, Tsern and/or 
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Challa. alone or in combination, do not disclose, teach or suggest at least these features of 
amended independent claims 10 and 15. Therefore, Tsern and/or Challa, alone or in 
combination, do not render amended independent claims 10 and 15 obvious. 

Claims 3-8, claims 1 1 and 13, and claims 16 and 18, are dependent from amended 
independent claims 1, 10 and 15, respectively, and include all the features of the 
independent claims as well as additional distinguishing features. Therefore, it is 
respectfully submitted that the novelty and patentability of claims 3-8, claims 11 and 13, 
and claims 16 and 18, follow directly from the novelty and patentability of amended 
independent claims 1,10 and 15, respectively. 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claims 3- 
8, 11, 13, 16 and 18 under 35 USC §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Tsern in view of 
Challa be withdrawn. 

The Examiner rejected claim 2 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsern in view of Butler. 

Without conceding the appropriateness of the combination, Applicants respectfully 
submit that the combination of Tsern and Butler does not meet the requirements of an 
obviousness rejection, in that the combination at least fails to teach or suggest all the 
elements of the claimed invention. 

Claim 2 is dependent from amended independent claim 1, which recites, inter alia, 
"a radio frequency module receives through an antenna incoming wireless communication 
signals carrying data and stores said data". Tsern does not disclose, teach or suggest at 
least these features of amended independent claim 1. Butler does not cure the deficiency 
of Tsern; accordingly, Tsern and/or Butler, alone or in combination, do not disclose, teach 
or suggest at least these features of amended independent claim 1. Therefore, Tsern and/or 
Butler, alone or in combination, do not render amended independent claim 1 obvious. 

Claim 2 is dependent from independent claim 1, and includes all the features of 
independent claim 1 as well as additional distinguishing features. Therefore, it is 
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respectfully submitted that the novelty and patentability of claim 2 follow directly from the 
novelty and patentability of independent claim 1. 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim 2 
under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tsern in view of Butler be withdrawn. 

The Examiner rejected claims 12 and 17 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsern in view of Sih. 

Without conceding the appropriateness of the combination, Applicants respectfully 
submit that the combination of Tsern and Sih does not meet the requirements of an 
obviousness rejection, in that the combination at least fails to teach or suggest all the 
elements of the claimed invention. 

Claims 12 and 17 are dependent from independent claims 10 and 15, respectively. 
As discussed above, each of amended independent claims 10 and 15, recites, inter alia, "a 
radio frequency module adapted to receive through an antenna wireless communication 
signals". Tsern does not disclose, teach or suggest at least these features of amended 
independent claims 10 and 15. Sih does not cure the deficiency of Tsern; accordingly, 
Tsern and/or Sih, alone or in combination, do not disclose, teach or suggest at least these 
features of amended independent claims 10 and 15. Therefore, Tsern and/or Sih, alone or 
in combination, do not render amended independent claims 10 and 15 obvious. 

Claims 12 and 17 are dependent from independent claims 10 and 15, respectively, 
and include all the features of these independent claims as well as additional distinguishing 
features. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that the novelty and patentability of claims 
12 and 17 follow directly from, the novelty and patentability of amended independent 
claims 10 and 15, respectively. 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claims 12 
and 17 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tsern in view of Sih be 
withdrawn. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing amendment and remarks, and for at least the reasons 
discussed above, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1-8 and 10-19 are deemed to 
be allowable. Their favorable reconsideration and allowance are respectfully requested. 

Should the Examiner have any question or comment as to the form, content or entry 
of this paper, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number 
below. Similarly, if there are any further issues yet to be resolved to advance the 
prosecution of this application to issue, the Examiner is requested to telephone the 
undersigned counsel. 

No fees are believed to be due in connection with this paper. However, if any fees 
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